
March 9, 2001 

 
TO: Trans-Lake Washington Project  

Executive, Advisory, and Technical Committee Members 
FROM: Pat Serie, EnviroIssues, Facilitator 
 
SUBJECT: Materials Describing Modal Analysis Results and Proposed Multi-Modal 

Alternatives for Second-Level Screening 
 
Greetings, and thanks to all of you who have been dropping in on community design 
workshops and public open houses.  As you have seen, the team has been busy with both 
preliminary engineering ideas and urban design concepts to flesh out the project 
alternatives.  In addition, the team has been evaluating the individual modal alternatives 
against criteria for effectiveness and environmental impact, and estimating conceptual-
level costs.   The results of that “modal analysis” are now ready to share with you, and 
are attached.  We will spend most of our time at next week’s Advisory and Technical 
Committee meeting, and the Executive Committee on March 26, going through those 
results.   
 
With this information in hand, the team has also put together its recommendations on a 
set of “multi-modal alternatives” that appear to make sense for further evaluation and 
second-level screening.  The enclosed materials describe the proposed multi-modal 
alternatives for second-level screening.  All of this information, plus committee 
discussion, will help the committees make a recommendation to the project team in April 
about which multi-modal alternatives should proceed into more detailed second-level 
analysis and screening.  That second-level screening will result in recommendations this 
summer for which alternatives should be evaluated further as part of the environmental 
impact statement. 
 
You will see that the enclosed information is focused on the key elements of the 
screening criteria that support combining the modal alternatives into multi-modal 
alternatives.  A more detailed report will be available at the end of the month.  The 
information that is included in these materials includes the following: 
 
• A summary of the modal analysis results of the alternatives selected in October 2000, 

which covers performance, environmental impacts, and cost.   
 
In the modal analysis results, you will find conceptual-level cost estimates for each of the 
alternatives.  These reflect a wide range of assumptions based on preliminary information 
developed to date.  For example, since the study phase of the project, significant changes 
to the SR 520 corridor have been suggested in every segment, including at every 
interchange, and current design standards have been assumed for improvements 
throughout the corridor.  These are corridor-level estimates developed for planning 
purposes and could increase or decrease depending on the extent of other features, such 



as lids, noise walls, and other enhancement or mitigation measures, or if highway and 
transit facilities are combined in the corridor.   
 
Not included with this transmission, but to follow shortly, is:  
 
• A description of the proposed multi-modal alternatives for second-level screening.  

These descriptions include definition of where roadway alternatives would begin and 
end, routes for high-capacity transit, and direct access opportunities. 

 
The proposed multi-modal alternatives for second-level screening also include an 
‘aggressive TDM program.’  The team is in the process of developing the elements of the 
TDM program and will be bringing that information to you for your review before the 
April committee meetings.   
 
If you have any questions, please contact me at 206-269-5041.  We look forward to 
seeing you next week!   
 


